The subjects for this study were male bar patrons in three Texas cities. Linear discriminant analysis was utilized to test the null hypothesis between each pair of subject groups on self-esteem, personal competence, self-acceptance, purpose in life, powerlessness, normlessness, social isolation, alienation, status concern, social responsibility, age, occupation, marital status, education, and average annual income. These independent variables, taken as a set, were able to differentiate between each pair of subject groups; thus, the null hypotheses were rejected.
in Dallas, 5 in Fort Worth, and 4 in Austin. Thus, the sample of homophile bars more nearly exhausted the population than did the sample of other bars.
The 26 bars were located in the business and theatrical sections of the cities and would be considered to be "middle-class" bars. The term "middle class" does not mean that all the patrons in the bars were necessarily middle class socioeconomically, but rather that middleclass proprieties were observed in the bars.
Demographic data gathered from the subjects suggest that the homophile bars did not differ systematically from the other bars in terms of the characteristics of their patrons. The data (Table 1) indicate that the patrons did not differ significantly in terms of occupation, education, and average annual income. Also, while the data on age seem to suggest that the patrons of the homophile bars were significantly different in terms of that characteristic, the mean age of the patrons of the homophile bars was 29.40 years and the mean age of the patrons of the other bars was 31.76 years. Thus, the seemingly significant difference in age is probably attributable to small standard deviations.
Two hundred seventy-six questionnaires were completed and returned in usable form, giving an overall response rate of 61.6%. The rate of return for patrons of the known homophile bars was 66.1% as opposed to 55.2% for patrons of the other bars.
The questionnaire was administered between 8:00 P.M. and midnight. Subjects were requested to fill out the self-administered instrument, which took about 20 minutes to complete, as they entered the bar. At that time, each subject was informed that he was requested to take part in an attitude study of bar patrons and that his responses would be held in strict confidence. If the patron refused to cooperate or if he had already filled out the instrument, another randomly selected patron replaced him.
A total of 76 patrons refused to cooperate, giving an overall refusal rate of 16.9%. Thirty-four (34) or 15.4% of the homophile bar patrons refused to participate, and 42 or 18.4% of the nonhomophile bar patrons refused.
One hundred seventy-two questionnaires were not returned or were not usable. The homophile bar patrons failed to return 36 questionnaires, and the nonhomophile bar patrons did not return 48 questionnaires. Eightyeight incomplete questionnaires were returned. Fiftytwo and 26 questionnaires were incomplete from the nonhomophile and homophile bar patrons, respectively. Obscene comments were written on 48 questionnaires, 14 from the homophile bars and 34 from the nonhomophile bars.
Dependent Variables
The dependent variable for the first hypothesis was sexual orientation operationalized through the subject's self-rating on the Kinsey Heterosexual-Homosexual Continuum (Kinsey, Pomeroy, & Martin, 1949) . The Kinsey scale runs from 0 to 6 with the following interpretation: 0 = exclusively heterosexual; 1 = predominantly heterosexual; 2 = largely heterosexual; 3 = bisexual; 4 = largely homosexual; 5 = predominantly homosexual; and 6 = exclusively homosexual. Those subjects with Kinsey scale scores of 0, 1, or 2 were considered heterosexually oriented and those with scores of 4, 5, or 6 were considered homosexually oriented. On this basis, 150 subjects were homosexuals and 126 were heterosexuals.
The dependent variable for the second hypothesis was self-disclosure (Jourard, 1964) , determined by a subject's willingness to disclose his sexual preferences in the following five situations: The responses were scored as follows: 1 for Response 1; 2 for Response 2; 3 for Response 3; and -1 for Response 4. Consequently, the possible range of selfdisclosure scores was -5 to 15, with the negative end of the scale indicating that the subject typically hides his sexual preferences and the positive end indicating that the subject typically reveals his sexual preferences. Those subjects with self-disclosure scores between -5 and 5 were considered covert homosexuals, and subjects with scores between 6 and 15 were considered overt homosexuals. On this basis, 72 subjects were coverts and 78 were overts. The self-disclosure score of 5 was chosen as the breaking point, because it is after that point that significant disclosure to others begins to take place.
Independent Variables
The independent variables consisted of five demographic and 10 attitudinal variables. The demographic variables consisted of age, occupation, 4 marital status, education, and average annual income. These variables were chosen because they represented generally accepted demographic criteria. The following attitudinal variables were included: (a) self-esteem-one's respect for himself (Rosenberg, 1965; Robinson & Shaver, 1969) ; (b) personal competence-a feeling of mastery over the self and environment (Campbell, Converse, Miller, & Stokes, 1960) ; (c) self-acceptance-a feeling of faith in one's ability to cope with life (Berger, 1952) ; (d) purpose-in-life-a feeling of meaning in one's life (Crumbaugh, 1968) ; (e) powerlessness-one's inability to determine the results of his behavior (Dean, 1961) ; (/) normlessness-a feeling of having no social rules to guide one's behavior (Dean, 1961) ; (g) social isolationa feeling of estrangement from one's society (Dean, 1961) ; (h) status concern-a need for social recognition, esteem, or prestige (Kaufman, 1957) ; (i) social responsibility-one's willingness to help others even when there is nothing to be gained for himself (Berkowitz & Lutterman, 1968) ; and (j) Kinsey Heterosexual-Homosexual Continuum-one's sexual preferences (Kinsey et al., 1949) .
The attitudinal variables ranged from a six-item normlessness test to a 36-item self-acceptance test. Each of the 10 attitudinal scales, except the Kinsey scale, was scored in a Likert manner. These variables were selected because they had been previously discussed in the research literature dealing with male homosexuality (Braaten & Darling, 1965; Hoffman, 1968; Kendrick & Clarke, 1967; Weinberg, 1970) .
Data Analysis
Linear discriminant analysis was used to analyze the data (Veldman, 1967) . This technique permits the analyst to examine a set of independent variables to determine which, if any, are able to distinguish between two or more predetermined dependent variables or classification categories. This is accomplished by letting the individual's discriminant score be a linear function of the independent variables and then classifying the respondent as belonging to one of the categories, based on his respective discriminant score and the discriminant classification boundary (Morrison, 1969) .
A strong upward bias, which results in an overstated percentage of the respondents correctly classified, develops with discriminant analysis if the discriminant 4 The seven occupational categories established by Hollingshead (Bonjean, Hill, & McLemore, 1967) were utilized in this study. Students comprised an additional category (8) because they represent a group which is apart from the status structure of the community. coefficients from one sample are used to compute the discriminant scores from the same sample. This problem can be alleviated by dividing the sample into two subsamples. The discriminant coefficients are derived from the first subsample and are used to compute the discriminant scores from the second subsample (Frank, Massy, & Morrison, 1965) .
The predictive power of the set of independent variables was tested for each set of subjects by drawing a random sample of 60% of the subjects. From this sample, discriminant coefficients were developed which were then used to compute the discriminant scores for the remaining 40% of the sample. In order to avoid the problem of an unrepresentative random sample, this process was repeated four times for each set of subjects. Because the subjects in the cross-validated sample were not included in the 60% sample which developed the discriminant coefficients, the data are effectively cross-validated.
RESULTS

Hypothesis 1
The set of 14 6 independent variables was able to differentiate between the homosexually and heterosexually oriented males. As Table  1 indicates, the independent variables selfesteem, self-acceptance, powerlessness, normlessness, and marital status yielded consistently strong correlations with the discriminant scores for each of the four replications. The independent variables personal competence and age yielded strong correlations except for the 6 Only 14 independent variables were used to test Hypothesis 1 because sexual orientation as measured by the Kinsey scale was the dependent variable.
fourth replication in which they just missed significance, and the correlations are positive across all four replications for these two variables. The correlation coefficients show only how strongly the particular variables relate to the discriminant score. They do not indicate whether a particular independent variable is capable of discriminating between respondent groups. Rather, they merely indicate a measure of the part the respective variables play in whatever discrimination is achieved. The independent variables were scaled such that a correlation of > 0 implies that the variable is associated with sexual orientation, while a correlation of < 0 implies that the variable is not associated with sexual orientation.
The /''-ratio columns in Table 1 show the results of an F test of the differences between group means for each of the variables. This is a test of individual variables rather than a multivariate test. The same independent variables which had high correlations with the discriminant scores were involved in statistically significant differences between the two subject groups. The exceptions were the variables personal competence and age in the fourth replication which were not statistically significant. The homosexually oriented group was characterized by lower self-esteem, personal competence, and self-acceptance; less power; and fewer norms than the heterosexually oriented group. Also, the homosexual group was younger and more apt to be single than the heterosexual group. The results of the four cross-validated replications of the discriminant analysis which were performed on the 14 independent variables are presented in Table 2 . The second column in Table 2 gives the results of an F test of the Wilks' lambda value, which is a test of the ability of the discriminant function to significantly differentiate the homosexually and heterosexually oriented groups. Statistically, Wilks' lambda takes the following form: A = \W\ I \T\ where W represents the pooled within-group deviation score cross-products matrix and T represents the total sample deviation score cross-products matrix (Cooley & Lohnes, 1962) . All four replications were significant at the .001 level. The Wilks' lambda tests were based on the 60% of the sample which was drawn four times to determine the discriminant coefficients for each replication.
The percentage of correct classifications (column 3 on Table 2 ) was substantially better than one would expect by assigning all the subjects to the larger group (average correct classification of 75% as compared to 55% expected by assigning all the subjects to the larger of the two groups). The fourth column on Table 2 presents the results of a t test of the significance of the percentage of subjects correctly classified. The t test for each of the four replications was significant at the .001 level.
Hypothesis 2
The set of 15 independent variables was able to differentiate between the covert and overt male homosexuals. As Table 3 indicates, the variables self-acceptance, powerlessness, social isolation, and sexual orientation (as measured by the Kinsey scale) yielded consistently strong correlations with the discriminant scores for each of the four replications. The independent variable normlessness yielded strong correlations on the first and third replications and status concern correlated strongly on the third replication. However, . . ** p < .001. the correlations for both "normlessness" and and "status concern" are positive across all four replications, and except for the fourth replication the differences between correlations are not too terribly large.
The F-ratio columns in Table 3 show the results of an F test of the differences between group means for each of the independent variables. The same independent variables which had high correlations with the discriminant scores were involved in statistically significant differences between the two subject groups. The overt group was characterized by lower self-acceptance, less power, and more social isolation than the covert group. Also, the overt group was more likely to be exclusively homosexual as compared to the covert group which was more likely to be predominantly homosexual.
The results of the four cross-validated replications of the discriminant analysis are presented in Table 4 . The second column in Table 4 gives the results of an F test of the Wilks' lambda value, which is a test of the ability of the discriminant function to significantly differentiate the covert and overt groups. All four replications were significant at the .001 level.
The percentage of correct classifications (column 3 in Table 4 ) was substantially better than one would expect by assigning all the subjects to the larger group (average correct classification of 75% as compared to 51% expected by assigning all subjects to the larger of the two groups). The fourth column in Table 4 presents the results of a t test of the significance of the percentage of subjects correctly classified. The / test for the first, second, and third replications was significant at the .001 level, and the / test for the fourth replication was significant at the .01 level.
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
The findings of the / tests and F tests would seem to indicate that the independent variables, taken as a set, were able to differentiate between homosexually and heterosexually oriented males and between covert and overt male homosexuals. Also, the prediction results (Tables 2 and 4) indicate that it is possible to classify correctly 75% of the time from a subject's scores on the set of independent variables whether he is heterosexually or homosexually oriented and whether he is a covert or an overt homosexual. The null hypotheses must, consequently, be rejected since the relationships shown in the data analysis would occur on the average as a result of chance alone one time out of 1,000.
The findings of this study suggest some implications regarding the controversy about homosexuals and their social and mental health status. This controversy seems to involve basically two groups of researchers. One group is composed of those who reject the concept that homosexuality is a sickness, proclaim that the only evil inherent in the gay world derives from social condemnation, and take the position that the homosexual needs to adjust to himself as a homophile (Braaten & Darling, 1965; Hoffman, 1968; Kendrick & Clarke, 1967; Weinberg, 1972; Weltge, 1969) . The other group speaks of sickness, cures, and of difficulties which are aggravated but not created by social attitudes (Bieber, 1962 , Feldman & MacCulloch, 1972 McCaffrey, 1972) .
The finding that the homosexually oriented subjects were characterized by lower selfesteem, personal competence, and self-acceptance; less power; and fewer norms than the heterosexually oriented subjects lends support to the position that the homosexual needs to adjust to himself as a homophile because of his inability to cope with life and to determine the results of his behavior.
The finding that the overt homosexuals were characterized by lower self-acceptance, less power, and more social isolation than the CQ-vert homosexuals lends support to the proposition that the real evil in the homosexual world is derived from social condemnation. Since it could be argued that the overt has accepted his homosexuality or adjusted to it more than one who is covert, it may seem contradictory to assert that the more open a homosexual is about his homosexuality, the more socially isolated he is. However, this assertion may not be as contradictory as it appears on the surface. Few, if any, homosexuals are able to completely immerse themselves in the homophile subculture so that they cut themselves off from the larger society. Being a homosexual and a member of the homophile subculture does not remove the individual from the social influences of the American society. For the homosexual role is not the only one which the individual plays. Also, there are probably more covert than overt homosexuals, and the covert homophiles are likely to interact and be denned according to the larger society in more significant areas of their nonsexual behavior than the overts. Consequently, the coverts are likely to reject the overts because they are more open about their homosexuality and because the overts do not conform in hiding their homosexuality on many, if not most, occasions. Thus, the overt homosexual may be not only isolated from the larger society but also from the majority of the homophile subculture.
Furthermore, according to Weinberg (1970) , who sampled homosexual subjects from homophile mail organizations, social clubs for homosexuals, and bars that cater to homosexuals in New York and San Francisco and who found no significant differences on scales of psychological adjustment between subjects from the different sources, the findings of this study need not be limited to subjects found in homophile bars but may be representative of those homosexuals whom the researcher would be likely to obtain from nonclinical and noninstitutional sources.
